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Herbert Monte Levy, Counsel for the American Civil 
Libertle " Union, came by to see me recently while he was in Washington.^ 
He has submitted his resignation and contemplates leaving the Union around 
the first of January. He will still keep his interest and will eadeavor to be 
of any possible assistance to the Bureau in matters which we are interested 
in. I naturally thanked him for his assistance in the past and told him we would 
expect him to keep an eye on things. 

He then stated that last June. Louis Joughin. Assistant Director 
of the Amorican Civil Liberties Union, had written the Bureau regarding an 
incident which had caused some of them at rb«._Union to be somewhat concerned. 






He then pointed out that the wife of Professor- 



was accosted on 



. the street *ft.,r she came out of a store by two FBI Agents who sought to interview " 
I her. Joughin had written a letter to the Bureau regarding the incident for the 

r rp r s ^.fei»P^r hether the action> ° f the A ** nta w « re p^per. it S pp„ r8 : 

that both mc&&$m*£&.ryi and his wife have protested to the American Civil Liberties^ 
Union (ACLU) of the actions and the ACLU was seeking to ascertain whether they ' 
should take any interest in the I case. 

| 1 t- Lev y »'a'«d that Joughin got a short letter back admitting that j 

UMrs. \ was contacted but pointing out that the Director was precluded from - 

|Jfurnishing any information in view of the confidential character of the Hies L«vy^ 

asked if I could not look into the matter and tell them whether the Action was proper 
.or improper. I told him that I did not recall the matter but that it seemed to me 
jlthat the phraseology of the Director's letter indicated th.it we did not regard the 
/faction a. improper. He then asked if there was any way whereby we could elaborate 

on this in further detaU. He stated there was no inclination to be critical of the 

Bureau but that the(_ 'had made quite a rase and an honest doubt had ariser 

as to why we had not called for an appointment and seen Mrs. : 

normal circumstances. _ 

cr: Mr. Board man • . ,0 [YzC 20 1955 

Mr. Belmont r\/ 1f\7 ■ 'I V : 

L0N:arm (\ XA**v/' . 

(4) ^ " ., .. -- — " .. 
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Memorandum to Mr t~i r 

RE:\ lolaonfrom L, _B, Nichols 

You will recall fk*. i *.l 
conducting interview, on the 1 J' t v"' Wh * rein th * rc *•• » delay i„ 
l-a. conducted a, a part of our oL "'" YOrk ° fflce ' tha ' the in . '" 

lindlvldual. in their > wn £ ~ ^fn"^ --T we see, not to *££? 
fjdential Informants as bein* * ! "• Mrs ' .**• reported h v ™ 

•nd 1944. Informants have" g r ; po r : t e " be h r ° f ^ C °— ^ P, rty P Xu-^ 
Soviet Union on February ^ £4, me h" T C ° nUCt W<th ^-d. of\ he 
Union in 1941; member of American 7 V JOlnt "^ ° f the Teacher, 
1941 to 1943; employed 1944 1946 .nd'i^ " ^ ™ "««" »o rt , ri f^m 
Science; that she had invoked the Fifth A ^ * Jeffer »°» School of Social 

McCarthy Committee on May 25 ?£J ^ ^.V" '">««»*.. befofe the 
the State Department had declined to LTA'T % W * M *" J -«'* 1955 
«-««., of their refusal to finish a ^^Z?^^ - "" 

W. own informLr aJd^anc 1 : f^ ™ <° *» ^ confidentially for 
to resolve; that we felt it "inadvl.ao to « "^t "^ ma "° r8 ~« ™ 
because ve anticipated an antagoni.ti receotio " ^^ ° r h " ho "- 

•do what ,„ could to resolve « '£ ^ ^ 8 ° - ^ f -ne,. We wanted 
that since she had previously invoked thTlm" ? *' C ° uld * void **/ controversy 
-uch likelihood that she ^Z^ZlZ^**?'*** 1 ' *"* ~" "* 
' -he acted in good faith and was sincere w7 ^ k how "". to resolve doubt., 
tf w- approached her on neutral g^d wit'hout Id"" V" "^ '*** *° <*«-" 
^clined to talk. no harm wouW £ d * n ?*™*™" formation; that if .he 
W with seme people it simply does not ~ ♦ k "* W *' an ° ther ^"ration 
to glv. Levy her Communist pLty Card fXlQ^i* P ° Hte *"* "**' l ™»U "** 
^ould bV^proper and would nJdo so # ^ * W4s h °~" «• 1 think this 
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A CLU CR ITICISES FEDERaL 1.5 (UNITY LAIt" 



^ • 
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-T'/'^l 



:■:, :i,K.. 
|:jr.M.:V..- 

The American Civil Liberties Union recently criticized the 19 Zu "i- der.nl j ^ p"\ "• 
Immunity Law, as the United States Supreme Court heard argument on'tho law's \ r * ■ J "" S ." n T ."~ 
constitutionality, - ! '-'..' > 




i* ' * 

Patrick Murphy tialin, ACLU executive director, said that the civil liberties ■' »*"' 
group.* o sol9 interest was the constitutionality and wisdom of the 1?; 3 ':; lav:, which 
vas being tested for the first time in the UlLnann case. He emohasicai -hat. the* 
ACLU's statement was not a criticism of the grand jury's investigati^: -■: • ^YVi ' / - 
espionage, ** " ' ' T'^ ■- 

,i - ■ 
rtfr he 195U immunity law establishes chat, following the- appmval of ?. federal u ' ■' 
court, immunity from prosecution can be granted to persons who could orhorvire" *\/Ltf. ■/"' 
rely on their constitutional privilege against self-incrimination in reiasir.g" / *"' 1 
to give testimony to congressional committees and grand juries, " - r" '" 

■-3 fv',1* ■:■ ' 

"The ACLU apposed. this law when it was first p roposed, because re believed 0/ V ' 
it was violative of ci;ll liUrtiss, and we are still firmly opposed :o it. Our \ , 

©ejections are based cr. the -uncertain protection and vague scope of Vr-.e j.:;:-.ur.itv «h.\).^ 
6r=nt, the self-degradation suffered by witnesses who are reauired to --estify ~ '* t/-' : * 
a: out past ac+ivities -- which may not be criminal — , and that inf>. :■.-■«. -.lor. ' % 

about Communist activities — the main purpose of the law — is already a vailible. "' ^L^' 

■ "It is not clear, under this law, whether witnesses who accept jr.m--T.itv *nd ( \ 
testify before federal agencies will also be protected against sttw \-. -sWu-.-.cn. \^/ 
?ne courts may held that the immunity grant dees not cover state mar;-jr.: or thnt 
Congress bad no right to limit state prosecutions, when a person irs .;■:■ 
give 'possible incriminating eviaence and he does not know what his : ...: A . ,.-. 
^he fair procedures of due process, guaranteed by the Fifth Amendm?.'.t » ar-'ro 1 
beir.? observftri- 



o 
r. o ve rs , 



beir.g observed, 

n The ACLU considers the immunity law as unwise because we belie' 
privilege against, self -ir.crir.ination" should also include protectio:. ? 
cegradatior., VJhil-: the courts trday night not accept this vie:*, v*e 
the past rulings cf judgos of various courts should still apply, tb:; 
snould be protected ?gainst giving self-degrading testimony. 

ft/ >jr democratic system is based on the concept of fairness and ...„ 

rent of -.he individual, snd the full power cf governments Would not ":- rr';-;:; to 

■ear to force a perscr. tc condemn himself by hi::- cwn words -.* The ri: 

rotectio- against seif-ir.cri-inaticn is rooted in \he -historical ^ :< 

o maintain th-ai.r political beliefs despite government efforts --.o»l. 

v lich wou:.d result in crir.ir.al prcsecutit.ns , And even if persons \r 

' yX \ ^ nrt di3 " io5 e' : criminal activities, non-criminal disclosures abrur. 



■•■■-r. '■ r.r?a* 



;::?•< 



■j c ',: : 



itters could subject them to severe punishment. Lnder the l£-,0 Ir. . . 

'•t they could be denied passports and r. : >ve rr^. -in t emplovment, or ev- - — ■•'■ *■:..- i 

' possible ir : .pnisonment, '^i-ootentially dan^ercuc in a* time of nati :■.■ , .f-;:-::>noy, 

eFPtO 1973 „,,., -^ L, 

* ■ *^ -..J.L9 : ...e o-ir.ann case osfore thi Supreme Court -concerns quest i--.- a '■ i '■■/ ■ 

, /) -nd ,:urv, -.!.? r,3'.p. purpose of ^ho Immu-^t.y law is tS *;a cc* l: ;r-:/. ■. : ^ ■ - 

M* '" 3 JnvPsti-ntirK ^rriovg phcr^a ci* Ctmn-xniaoi by forcl-g pGi-.jrlj : .i . , ^ ■ ■ i. . ^AAn 

Xr.RO.XED 0RIG1NAL-RETAIH i ;n:orr.V;i-.ri on this subject. The ACV.I rBco^ises the d..n:-- v :J ;■■ -i IvIUU 

'*■ subversion and has n^ver opoosp.d inquiry and action by p::j^ir r.ovo::.- 






• o 



•. /'cekly :'n.ll3tin /'1730 -2- Dec ker £6, Ipfe 

merit nl agencies into ar.rl a^ain^t subversive acts, but vn question whether 
important ir.fo-rritii n i j c^.n cisr.icd r:n -rassi -nal co-Tritr.ees by */ne use cf the 
Fifth A.-i:.idi-nn prt'/ile.;- .r.vu-tft s«lf-ir,:L-i\imLi:iti.-ii. •:.:»;:« ccn-dtU^ hav-a 
heard len ;t>y testimony fr-.r: a la.vf. : e mi-err of ex-: ■«-?.•,: rii.^ts vho have d e-cid.bed 
ful-y the on-rations of I !--■; Ccmnunist i-jr-vy, and there U a plethora of o%her 
material available." - r - 

. - ^t'J^S 

D/v-u-.^v: SUIT FT'.?:p It: , "»£ 'TAT, 0? rj 0"l FACT LI T'^^ TO "KPn-.O C:I?.L 

A claim for -.-lCOO d7---g..:s« ch-rcinr racial. ^iscrii.'.in.-ti^n srainpt a 9-vear- 
cldii-sgro r.lrl who w-s :-.oied .-:.-i vUsicn 1 3 th.. oouth . : a;v>er.a, CaMi'crr.ia' ' 
hhnicioal \l-.-;;e, was lilsd recently a .air.sVthe City ?f -South ^a.-acsra by ,.rs. 
Hildred ..cC 1 --.i -*ohn— =, cr V:-r.*lf :-f h: r C-~an~brrr.. -.d;pted daughter, Susan 
rccClaj-.. 

The ccnnlaint, pre~?red by Attorney Hugh R. Manas* for the southern California 
branch of the American Civil Liberties Union, charges that ousan was prevented 
from entering the* pcol last Aug. 2 after a neighbor, John Aboctt, had purchased 
tickets for his two daughters and Susan. 

Beth a clerk and an assistant manager of the pool told Abbott that Susan 
"won't be allowed in the cool" because of a Department of Kecreaticri ■»r•_ -»• , 
barring uegroes, Mie ccr.plair.t said, 



. • Mrs. Johnson, vho adopted Susan from a German orphans;?*? in 19?2, said she 
appealed to Den boliisan, assistant City manager, who said there was no written 
authority ?=-r the "rule" but refund to guarantee that trie incident would not 



Susan was brought to the U.S. at the request of the child's godmother for 
the purpose of removing her fr~n an atmosphere of racial discrimination, lira. 
Johnson said. 

The incident caused Susan "nush embarrassment, humiliation, chagrin, mental 
pain and anguish, hurt leelirgs and suffering," the complaint, submitted to the 
South Pasadena City Council,- s* id. 

flamed as defendants in the cl3.li. resides Dollison, were: Frank Clcugh, 
city manager; liay-jr Jc.a: : ;h fart, sen; Robert Sjilor, superintendent of the je part- 
Kent of Recreations Meil Cornell, jrcinayer ^i the Scuth Pasadena Swimming Pinnae, 
and. two pool employees. 

T.iVTLl c? Cfti-p-EXA I ;:k-:)M A! V CC!r".0:r.^T..?J TA COnST GVA?D SCCURITY CASLS fr.-II -SD 

In a decision which m:v h-ve far-rpachir^ slgnif ic::r.-9 , the y.S. Court cf 
Appeals in. :•-:• r'r.-rci-:: rul d r w. tiy ^=si the denial to .rsrehsr.':- s*?..-.er. or: the 
ri-.. j .,o _? -rn •,.'-•_ .•..,-. . __,. .■ -,-.r.a crc s.^-e:: 7 ..r no their a^ctrcn in '^jr:/.-; pro- 
cvadir.gs ur,i-r the = ---.-. G:^ru ! s security -/L-cr.rda is ur.e^r.at.Uuti .-r.al. -:-.Ue the 
dsoiai-n a; .Mos o.-'iv - -: nri ■'■•■ -e:;--e- ; p:.oved r^vsens, it rr.i'-C: the k-y ir.^.ua \iU\c\i 
the A-ori.-An Civil l.ir = : t;.:i •■r;: r-v.i ?ti^r *;r^::os have sa=:r:ht to test in the 
goverr-.T.^nt's er.-lv.-e5 r.ncvri*.-.- prc:-n.-.. 

The 2-1 d^ci-vi-n in J .he cv--^>.cr*x as Parser v. Lister, ;:s-.-elopF»d from a l,?gai 
ction rr:-u .:.t tv r---ver-3i :=■ = r: :v:r:t r--:.a.-3n p = :-.: l j\-3t the ;"-:-.:st Cu = rd to er.jvin thorn 
r-'.:-ai.-;ir:ift-rri:.f> ;l:.-» Krcurity -;^^r,.a a^ ;*-io u?r:h :r: Coart Gu'ril rerila tious. 
ie rr^rten cl.;.rned rr.^" "h^y v.::v ri-.-rriv-i cf .'»« r.t-o-p?- cf law ■.■;■::. ■ hsv v: ?r e 
it.ifi-i M-.e ri;:r. tr- c-;>: , :--:: t . .---.d cr^s-'-ex.^.ine th-ir accusers , -.:.:■■: ti:e Court 
:r^d. :)- j-urt re 5. ^d :-..:i.r.l/ it, ;hu M-.-.^r/ that th- 0^:n 'iu--sru ee^uri.-.y 
^u.rt'.icr..: . *. : ;i':hr*'tv that y; r^rti -.ulirs or the c.-'-rge r:.:^d not b-/ ^.iver. i:" t^.ey 
#1 >: ~et f-r: ; th-? -v;: -- .-f the ^-rva:or: infer.:::, Vicn or re-uU in a iir-Vvure 
. e nsir.e o*' tr ^ : : ..:: :". :v ; :r , t-vKV-r-.ed "r-: ;v-r -;h -.r.t .*;.■:-■..-- er. iv:^ kr.^vins' ■./. ■ «=er 
ti.^ r.:ar 1 i-;ul-;rj -f V-. .-h-n-— h,.i :;,^:i -7iv-n to i:l:.. The ip;^a in't::-.- c--.?, 
d ^r" C.v..rt. w:.- , - , ,:.-:ther , :i..: 'v.vr or r.^..-.ibla .!.-.r.---*r to n=5ti.;:ul •o.-.-.irity is 
^r. -r. jr.iC-.er .w.d r.-- ;- v: . : . • ::na*. *.h- -ircl-nt ar,-: C3ne:-ally accspt^d rj-'it^ of 
■v.i h-::rir./ ■••?./ r- d r 1' d v -h?^- s-:u." .n citiot:::-. n 

-hit.; ;u".i;-- ^ -.: t r. f.? r. . *. f -T.:?^?r.-e of " Oc^-t Gv;or.* security pro^ran .'r-uld 
ol.. : .j ..;.;« p* :?-...:, '.-O .. . r - . : ^ a :; 1H - : t, ^.. : .*, r.,i^-. : ^ t, P ,» r *, : ,i i^ r .i 
■' V--.--.--M. ". "'■-* i-3 rl-~: ^:> H^'-f :•.-:• -.ico a:-.i h ;-\.r.: s.-.iVit t i: o v: ■/- 13 
vlivj i:>:. = > r. -'.--.-•» ;,:-; h. ■■ r * ; , -. ; .. n -,^. * that I: » lowc c-urv h: i .-.:ld 






.-e.fcly Bullet i:i.;;\110_ 



1a.C'JP*^... "26, 19#, 



. . ,--■.- M*V'e~il. -— .v-ntly because of the FBI ir.si:-.tt-nce 

i Known* '•'''^'Q 

' . m ~ -.<- vi- "a -.-ro peculation", but assuair.? its truth for purposes 

Asserting -i:'... .«.. a ....re . r ~c v ;,^,rerthe existence of a system 01 

of ar f ^ V. --; •;- a -- J«J r « fc ^Vit nust be preserved even though 

4 ■■ , tM- rV*e~inati->n will remove from the investigative 
It r.*y ^e ^ ->^ -** _ . k ^ d or -information and tta*, i*» t.^ !■-""» 

| agencies, tc s: :c ^-r^r • ~ ^ "Ar-^lr.r sc-s of these tale- to the invr.sti.-.nUng 

r:rv rev-scrii vill i:-f *:--> .rn -- .i ; *- • » •-•»• *- "-\ ,.,.-, * V)1 n n^vent able cfficinls Iron 
] au^tiea. I*- 1= unbelievable « , f ^^;- ^ ^r p i„ 3 to orocure ?r^f for 
prccurin? prrci ar.y ^." r «»« ~f .°/ J ^^r that these a^r.cies suffer s-,. S 
criiiiral p:v,<.:< ! .:w. *»t sur ^ ^ l .^...: £,£.> country shall be denied that 
handicap i '(:•-•: •'• " <•!••:• •.-- =•.::: r - ? 3 - . '.~ f ~ .• v indeed, it nay well to that in 
which has al,ay 3 /coon ^ ««r .1^ ' 




*»« — — - , ;_\ IDll a<! .,T,- n the fuilty and carrying so nxgn 

meS here of the ancient standards of d,e process." 

-i <-<. p.„ th-«- if th«se regulations could be sustained, a 
The Court expressed its fear th.« if ~i-»e * » ^ _ fl>ctll , g e ven 

v j -s- ^ -a ..;.jn our svst.em of constitu- 
-It r. ay be PC«^*.*5ft « h. ; . r-. ; -^ u ^ ^ against t , vh0 unuer 

iotantarlln^i^tpUne'^ ; r ;^r S d to infiltrate not only our public service, 

but our civili-m er.ploynents as well, ■ 

waterfront,, poison, in our ^ater .^.oi-.b, 
machines. 

. j --i^« ami overlive director. Patrick Huxphy 
Con:ir.entir.g on the inpor'.ant decision, kOW executive air- 

Mai in said: 

u 4. tu a 'r-"T tnld the Coast Guard soxe years ago, 
"This dcclsicn r.^ confix what the «^™L<i t... t Mj0r s . 

that it= <-,:, .a. .-.-". - - c ; . ^-- ; ft involve , a ir . security prc- 

ror.ard .«.r. ?e-:u::nv •••.* ri:,. >r "-/--"./^X, ,. , PUfcS » i9P . vhi^h the U. 3. S-:pro.-« 

j r ,.ii,;-., ^ ( ./>;/- //::/: -;! fl v '; ^t^^-^^rA « P u,^ «» t. d«.i.d 

: the 1 ;J;';,t U 1 -:^^;^;;!-..^ — ^ p W ced:r., a . 



n 7 :.r ParV^i" 
". but vi.il -.ij;'.:r '.. 
• security r-i"^"-" 
j for trose in •■.■■: 



- i- evini- -'^'r +-p ^r.-or. vho is privately nmpicyed, 

;:.;i^ r;;:iv; 4 y-;;;.;v:-t, such .. th, ^^ p ;r™ 



— ■ 
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DVERNMENT 



TO 



:Mr. L. V. Boardman 



from »Mr. A. 



H 



Beliaont 



i't 



If 



•object :A».-iiRIC AH CIVIL LiLoHTIiS IWIOK (ACLU) 

iW*'uRi-iATI-jW COiiGiJiiNIHG (I.-ITi-JltwAL SECURITY) 
FBI File 61-190 



datbj ±,:-?.9-55 

cc - Boardinan 
Hichols 
Belmont 
Rosen 

UauKi^arduer 
SutthoiT 
Kleinhauf 



V 



Tolson — 
f\ Board man . 

Belmont _ 

Harbo 

Mohr 

Parsons _ 

Rosen 

Tamm - 

Sizoo 



Winterrowd _ 
Tele. Room 
Hollo man — 
Gandy 



By my memorau 
attached 'for approval i 
to, or documentation of 
reports prepared by the 
Los Angeles Chapter or 
"would want further just 
membership in jiCLU dee 
as such. It is,, howeve 
tive in their efforts i 
and more recently effor 
The Director, therefore 



dum to you dated 12-2U-55, an SAC letter was 
nstructing the field that membership in, reference 
the ACLU, should not be included in investigative 
Bureau except such references as pertain to the 
membership therein. The Director commented TI I 
ification for such action, (Jur rrjier-3.ee to 
n't brand such mumoer as subversive nor the' aCLU 
r, v/ell known that members of .wCLU have been posi- 
n behalf of subversives such as their b.F.ACLU man 
ts in behalf of Pittsburgh convicted Communists." 
, did not approve the sending of the SAC letter. 



V/ith re 

ACLU by using the 

citation 'the foil 

I conducted an Inve 

J not in a position 

in re ports-going 

public source mat 

by the CCUA^ whi 

; to the CCUA, past 

j reading Bureau re 

endorsement of it 



gard to the desirability of ducum-tntin^ all chapters of 

CaiiCcriiia Com ait tee on Un-American Activities (UCua) 
owing factors must be considered. The bureau has never 
stigation of the aCLU or its chapters; therefore, it is 

to 
outs 
eria 
le ■■ 

o:cp 
port 

bv 



!.;reoare a documentation ox the AGIjU for utilisation 
ide the Bureau. Consequently, it has to rely upon 
1 and the only such material available is the citation 
eports containing this citation attrioute the material 
erience has sho\/n that indi viuualc outside the Bureau 
s will consider the use of the ii.;ca...eutation. an 
the FBI. 



If an individu 1 is participating 
all probability ohe reporting office v.dll h 
information regarding such activity other 



If not, '.hen the office should not report 
as an instance of subversive activity buc? 
per se cannot be construed as subversive. 



subversive activities , in 
more pertinent and concrete 
membership' in the AClu. 
hGLU alone 
the aCLU 



m 
nave 
than 

memoership in the 
use membership in 



Chapter differs frjo.u 
;ence n the Los AuH 
,1949 report. truest 



The Bureau 1 s < -.-o sit ion and knowledge regarding the Los Angeles 

ACLU chapters in' that the Communist influ- 
ter is specifically docume^ ted in the CCUA' 3 
irector , 



o the r 

;s char 

HRSi;^ 



Northern California Branch, 



'ACLU, has openly attacked tiie Bureau and its 

Enclosure y^"-*./.. C / " 

JHK:^mk:sad 

m 






1. 






6L~-i?j ' 57/ 



lose 



17 JAN 4 IS! 
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o 



jmorandujr- for" Mr. Boardman 



iterations. Consequently, the Bureau's position is sound in approving 
iodified versions of the CCUA citation which were transmitted to the 
!- California offices by Bulets dated 2-9-55, and 6-30-55, captioned 

■: "'Security of Government Employees, Documentation of the Los Angeles 

I'Jhapter of the American Civil Liberties Union." 

The only specific instructions furnished to the field con- 
cerning- the use of the CCUA citation in documenting ACLU are set forth r 
in the 'af ore-mentioned letters to the 3 California offices. As a general * 
practice, however, the field does not refer to or document momDersmp in f 
I he CLU in setting forth the subversive activities of individuals, except^ [• 
in the case of the Los Angles ACLU chapter. In some casts, however, as 
in the case of the Newark report described in referenced me.uoranuum the , i 
vCLU or one of its chapters other than the Los Armeies caapter is 
documented by the CCUA citation. It was with this type of situation in 
mind that we proposed to correct this lack of uniformity in aocumenting 
the ACLU by the instructions set forth in tiie recommended LAC setter. 

UttCO&^DATIOdS ; 

1. That the attached oAC Letter instructing that reference 
to membership in, reference to, or documentation of, tne .-.CLU snould 
n-t be included in future investigative reports except su.cn reierenoes as . 
pertain to the Los An ; .;eles ciwpter. or meiubership tnerem, oe approved. 



i 



2. That this memorandum be routed to the Assist .nit to tne 
Director L. B. Nichols for his comments. 
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DATE: Dec. 23, 1955, 



,ll 



AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION 



^ 




c 



Vinterrowd _ 

Tele. Room. 

•■■' Holloman 

Activities ,HCUA° hX-par^a " £«' ""JfT Com - i «" » °»-A J&£5fc 

A copy of the r / rt was available bo'hkr reP ° r ' a " d n< " issu ^ "• 

Walter ,„ Irvi^errnan. Washing tTrleTJnl^T*™ 7 M * ™ d Congressman 
was g.ven the right to file an analysis of C M, I , ACLU and the A CLU 

which Fernran „ante d us to have. " "'.£ i u atoned 8e ' £<>rth "^ P0S " i0 " 



Enclosure 
cc: Mr, Boardman 
Mr, Belmont 

LBN:arm 
(4) 



^ 



n 



\ v 



■V 



n/- 



(771--. 



: };:t 



2!. JAN 10 1956" , 









IOC 4 



ofS 



This serial has been removed per Court Order of the 
U.S. District Court, Chicago, Illinois (Judge Will), 
for in camera review in the case of DAVID HAMLIN v. 
CLARENCE KELLEY, Civil Action Number 76-C-3902. 



*The "Document Number 11 refers to that number assigned 

each document in this request as set forth in the 

Detailed Justification furnished the District Court 
on 3/1/78. 
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PURPOSE : 

To consider the question whether the American Civil 
Liberties Union (ACLU) on a national level should be documented 
in various types of Bureau investigative reports. - 

BACKGROUND : ~** ;].<< 

The ACLU has not been investigated by the Bureau. Cor 
relationships have been maintained between the Bureau and various 
officials of the ACLU. The ACLU does not concern itself with toe 
Question of guilt or innocence of a person but maintains its policy 

StSTS r£ ^ani^^ S^tSSlfj to 

\llle ill and comfort to the communists, the. ACLU cannot be classed as 
Subversive organization. The 19i*9 report of the California Oorn^ 

munists ana fe!loS- travelers and frequently following the Communist < 
IZe and defending Communis ts, particularly in its Los W^ e3 j£;^ v 
, (California Committee on Un-American Activities, Report, 191*8, BP.lOfcJi^.. 

» .;>' Approval was granted by memorandum C H. Stanley to 

I ■'■'* a poaen 2/9/55, captioned "Security of Government Employees, 

^ 4 1 SLiSnW and end of it, only in documenting,. the Los Angeles Chapter, 

?|« of g Se ACLU iljSo-11294) . This documentation was later . ^ended^anc, 

V 1 approved by memorandum C. 

i : California offices both da 



k 



*' 



; 



). This documentation was later amended anc, 
!. Ho Stanley Ho A.- Rosen and letter to .the •' 
dated 6/30/55 underHhe. same caption (tyO-g-V 




Pages 3-t* of Newark report dated l 2 / 1 /^. captioned .Hrr 
Teachers Defense Committee, Internal Security - c" < l0 °'W 29 ^i 
Inspected communist front group, refers Jo thj do cumenta tion y* 
ACLU as set forth in the 19M-8 report of the CCUA. While tnia^ 
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Memorandum for Mr* Boardraan 



' r y *' H \ 



documentation is public source material, it is believed that the^ . , 




practice of referring to and documenting the ACLU in reports is -jfc. / 
undesirable/ Bufiles fail to reflect that the field has ever tf a 



been instructed not to refer to or document ACLU; consequently, 
the report in question is not incorrect* Copies of rerep were 




this report deleting this information would also require Newark \ 
to write each local agency which received a copy of the report j 



J 



advising thet agency to delete the data. It is believed this 
should not be done. Present Bureau policy precludes the forwar ^ 
ing of amended pages to outside agencies for insertion in reports'* 
disseminated (SAC Letter 55-23 (b), 3/16/55.) ? 



^ 



.j 



<,■ 



It is believed desirable at this time to instruct ??_.;. 
the field that membership in, reference to or documentation of )~ 
the ACLU should not be included in investigative reports, except j v 
as noted above relating to the Los Angeles Chapter* Accordingly ^--i 
there is attached an SAC Letter so instructing. 

REC OMMENDATI ONS ? \ 

1. That the afore-mentioned Newark report remain as is. ? 
If you approve, this memorandum should be returned to Supervisor | 
J. H. Kleinkauf, Room 170^., for appropriate dissemination of the ? -' 
report. £ 



2o That the attached SAC Letter be approved and 
transmitted to the field. 






,. j 3. That this memorandum be routed to Assistant to the 

( 'Director L. B. Nichols for his comments. .. 
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